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1. Introduction
1.1 ER Site Identification Number and Name

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM) is proposing a confirmatory sampling
no further action (NFA) decision for Environmental Restoration {ER) Site 22, Storage/Burn
Area, Operable Unit (OU) 1334, ER Site 22, formerly included in OU 1266, was identified
in the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendment (HSWA) Module IV [Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA August 1993)] of the SNL/NM Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) Hazardous Waste Management Facility Permit (NM5890110518) (EPA August
1992).

1.2 SNL/NM Confirmatory Sampfing NFA Process

This proposal for a determination of a confirmatory sampling NFA decision has been prepared
using the criteria presented in Section 4.5.3 of the SNL/NM Program Implementation Plan
(PIP) (SNL/NM February 1995). Specifically, this proposal will "contain information
demonstrating that there are no releases of hazardous waste (including hazardous constituents)
from solid waste management units (SWMU) at the facility that may pose a threat to human
health or the environment" [as proposed in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 40
Part 264.51(a)(2)] (EPA July 1990). The HSWA Module IV contains the same requirements
for an NFA demonstration:

Based on the results of the RFI (RCRA Facility Investigation) and other
relevant information, the Permittee may submit an application to the
Administrative Authority for a Class IlI permit modification under

40 CFR 270.42(c) to terminate the RFI/CMS (corrective measures study)
process for a specific unit. This permit modification application must contain
information demonstrating that there are no releases of hazardous waste
including hazardous constituents from a particular SWMU at the facility that
pose threats to human health and/or the environment, as well as additional
information required in 40 CFR 270.42{c) (EPA August 1993).

If the available archival evidence is not considered convincing, SNL/NM performs
confirmatory sampling to increase the weight of the evidence and allow an informed decision
on whether to proceed with the administrative-type NFA or to return to the site
characterization program for additional data collection (SNL/NM February 1995).

The EPA acknowledged that the extent of sampling required may vary greatly, stating that:

...[TThe agency does not intend this rule (the second codification of HSWA) to require
extensive sampling and monitoring at every SWMU...Sampling is generally required
only in situations where there is insufficient evidence on which to make an initial
release determination. ...[T]he actual extent of sampling will vary...depending on the
-amount and quality of existing information available (EPA December 1987).
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In requesting a confirmatory sampling NFA decision for ER Site 22, Storage/Burn Area, this .
proposal is using existing administrative/archival information and the results of confirmatory

sampling conducted in December 1994 to satisfy the permit requirements. Appendix A

presents the sampling and analysis plan that was implemented. This unit is eligible for an
administrative NFA proposal based on one or more of the following criteria taken from the

RCRA Facility Assessment (RFA) Guidance (EPA October 1986):

Criterion A: The unit has never contained constituents of concern

Criterion B: The unit has design and/or operating characteristics that effectively prevent
releases to the environment

Criterion C: The unit clearly has not released hazardous waste or constituents into the
environment

Specifically, ER Site 22 is being proposed for a confirmatory sampling NFA decision because
the site clearly has not released hazardous waste or constituents into the environment
(Criterion C).

1.3 Local Setting

SNL/NM occupies 2,829 acres of land owned by the Department of Energy (DOE) with an

additional 14,920 acres of land provided by land-use permits with Kirtland Air Force Base .
(KAFB), the United States Forest Service (USFS), the State of New Mexico, and the Isleta

Indian Reservation. SNL/NM has been involved in nuclear weapons research, component
development, assembly, testing, and other nuclear activities since 1945,

ER Site 22 (Figure 1-1) lies on unassigned federally-owned land controlled by KAFB which
is located on the western flank of Optical Range Hill between two arroyo channels. The site

covers less than 0.1 acres of land at a mean elevation of 5,890 feet above sea level
(SNL/NM April 1994),

ER Site 22 lies on thin alluvial deposits correlated to the Salas Complex, with permeabilities
ranging from 0.6 to 2.0 inches per hour (USDA June 1977). The geologic and hydrologic
conditions at ER Site 22 are expected to be similar to those measured at the Optical Range
Well (approximately one-half mile southeast), because both locations lie to the east of Coyote
Fault and its associated splays. Geologic information obtained from the lithologic log
compiled for the Optical Range Well indicates that the local area is covered with 20 to 40 feet
of proximal to mid-fan alluvial deposits underlain by Precambrian granite. The alluvial
deposits at ER Site 22 appear to be thin and unconformably overlie a Precambrian
metarhyolite. When the Optical Range Well was completed in 1987, the depth to ground
water was measured at 150 feet (IT May 19%94a). Depth to ground water at ER Site 22 is
estimated to be 55 feet (IT May 1994a).
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2. History of the SWMU

2.1 Sources of Supporting Information

In preparation to request a confirmatory sampling NFA decision for ER Site 22, SNL/NM
conducted a background archival study and collected soil samples to confirm that no release
of hazardous constituents occurred. Background information sources included existing records
and reports of site activity. Interviews were conducted with SNL/NM staff and contractors
familiar with site operational history. The background archival study was completely
documented and has provided traceable references that sustain the integrity of this proposal.
The analytical results from the confirmatory samples verify that during the site operational
history, hazardous waste or constituents clearly have not been released into the environment.

The following information sources, hierarchically listed with respect to assigned validity, were
available for use in the evaluation of ER Site 22.

* One (1) analytical laboratory report related to confirmatory sampling

¢ One analytical laboratory report related to asbestos sampling

* One surface gamma radiation survey report

¢ One unexploded ordnance (UXO)/high explosive (HE) survey

¢ Four historical aerial photographs spanning 20 years

¢ Four interviews with four SNL/NM facility personnel (current and retired)

e Miscellaneous information sources, including the SNL/NM Geographic Information
System and SNL/NM personnel correspondence (memorandums, letters, and notes)

* Photographs and field notes from several site inspections conducted by SNL/NM staff

* Field screening for organic vapors, dust, and radioactivity

e The Comprehensive Environmental Assessment and Response Program (CEARP)
Phase I report (DOE September 1987) and CEARP records contained in the
Environmental Operations Records Center

® The RFA report (EPA April 1987)

¢ Confirmatory sampling and analysis plan for ER Site 22
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Using this information, a brief history of ER Site 22 and a discussion of all relevant evidence
regarding past practices and releases at the site have been prepared and are presented in this
proposal for a confirmatory sampling NFA decision.

2.2 Previous Audits, Inspections, and Findings

ER Site 22 was identified during investigations conducted under the CEARP (DOE September
1987). The CEARP noted that the area contained one 55-gallon drum, several wooden
pallets, and evidence of past burning. The regulatory disposition of the SWMU was uncertain
because of a lack of knowledge of the activities conducted or of the use of hazardous waste or
constituents at the SWMU. Insufficient information also prevented calculating a Hazard
Ranking System score for the SWMU.

Subsequent to the CEARP inspection, the EPA conducted an RFA. In the RFA report

(EPA April 1987), this SWMU was relabeled a burn pit, although no burn pit could be found.
The report mistakenly described the single 55-gallon drum identified in the CEARP
investigation as several 55-gallon drums, and correctly identified the wooden pallets.
However, the report included no information on waste streams and concludes that the
potential for release is unknown because the materials handled at the site are unknown.

2.3 Historical Operations

ER Site 22 (Figure 2-1) is a small, irregularly shaped fenced area, approximately 50 by

50 feet (Figure 2-2a). The approximately 3-foot-high, five-strand barbed-wire fence is in poor
condition. No signs or placards appear on the fence, with the exception of the ER site
posting. The area inside the fence contains one empty 55-gallon drum, several wooden
pallets, charcoal, and scraps of fiberboard. The top of the drum has been cut off, and the
bottom of the drum is discolored from heat, indicating the drum may have been used as a fire
barrel. Charcoal is scattered on the south side of the fenced area (Figure 2-2b). The wooden
pallets show evidence of past burning, but no burn pit is visible at the SWMU. It appears
that the only burning that took place at the site was a small wood fire in the drum. A utility
right-of-way cuts the southwest corner of the site and consists of overhead power lines and an
underground fiber-optic cable.

The physical appearance of this SWMU suggests that it may have been a storage or staging
area. The project for which this SWMU was constructed is not known. No documentation on
this SWMU has been found, and none of the current or former SNL/NM personnel
interviewed have provided any information about the SWMU (22-15, 22-16). It is unknown
what waste materials, if any, may have been associated with the SWMU, because the nature
of the SWMU has not been confirmed.

A historical aerial photograph interpretation study indicates that no man-made features were
evident in the vicinity of ER Site 22 in 1971 (USGS 1971). However, a historical aerial
photograph taken-in 1975 {(USGS 1975) shows both an east-west oriented road that passes
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near the ER Site 22 area and a faint clear-cut area just north of the road that may be

ER Site 22. A 1983 historical aerial photograph shows a single utility pole adjacent to the
site (USDA 1983). The location of ER Site 22 along the utility right-of-way suggests that the
site may have been associated with the development of a power line to the Optical Range.

3. Evaluation of Relevant Evidence
3.1 Unit Characteristics

ER Site 22 contains one empty 55-gallon drum, several wooden pallets, charcoal, and scraps
of fiberboard (Figures 2-1, 2-2a, and 2-2b). The purpose of this unit is not known, but the
materials present suggest the SWMU was used as a storage or staging area for local
construction activities.

3.2 Operating Practices

There are no records on operating practices at ER Site 22. Tt is unknown whether hazardous
materials or wastes were managed or contained at ER Site 22. The top of the 55-gallon drum
has been cut off and the bottom of the drum is discolored from heat, possibly indicating the
drum was used as a fire barrel. Charcoal is scattered on the south side of the fenced area and
the wooden pallets show evidence of past burning, but no burn pit is visible at the SWMU.
3.3 Presence or Absence of Visual Evidence

There is no visual evidence at ER Site 22 indicating that the site released hazardous waste or
constituents into the environment.

3.4 Results of Previous Sampling/Surveys

3.4.1 Surface-Soil Sampling

This SWMU had been scheduled for supplementary reconnaissance sampling under the
CEARP, but it appears this sampling was never performed as no analytical data have been
identified.

3.4.2 UXO/HE Survey

In January 1994, KAFB Explosive Ordnance Division (EOD) conducted a visual survey for
UXO/HE on the ground surface at the site. No live UXO/HE or UXO/HE debris was found
(22-20),

3.4.3 Gamma Radiation Survey

In February 1994, RUST Geotech Inc. conducted a surface gamma radiation survey at the site.
The survey used a scintillometer containing a sodium-iodide detector to measure gamma
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radiation. No anomalies were detected above the background readings of 10 to 13 .
microroentgen per hour (RUST Geotech Inc. December 1994).

3.4.4 Asbestos Survey

Bulk fiberboard found at the site was sampled on October 5, 1994, and analyzed to determine
if it contains asbestos. Test results indicate that there is no asbestos in the fiberboard (22-22).

3.5 Assessment of Gaps in Information

There is an absence of definitive records stating that hazardous waste or constituents were
ever handled, stored, or disposed of at ER Site 22. However, recent ER Project interviews,
historical aerial photographs, negative results for the UXO/HE and gamma radiation surveys,
and the laboratory analyses of confirmatory surface-soil samples collected in December 1994
fill the data gap arising from the insufficient or incomplete archival records. The physical
and chemical data indicate that the site never contained hazardous waste or constituents.

3.6 Confirmatory Sampling

Soil samples were collected at six sample locations at two depth intervals; three background
locatiens (22-001 to 22-003) and three on-site locations (22-004 to 22-006) as listed in

Table 3-1. Field screening for organic vapors and radiological activity was performed at the
sampling locations during the sampling activities. All sample locations were land surveyed
using a Global Positioning System to an accuracy of + 2 ft.  Sampling equipment and
sample collection containers were swipe sampled for removable radiological contamination to
release the equipment from the site.

3.6.1 Field Screening

During soil sampling activities at ER Site 22, field screening measurements were taken at all
soil sampling locations. The field screening was conducted in accordance with the
methodologies prescribed in the sampling and analysis plan (Appendix A). The field
screening was performed with a photoionization detector (PID) for organic vapors and a

Geiger-Mueller (G-M) beta-gamma pancake probe and sodium-iodide scintillation detector for
radionuclides.

3.6.1.1 Organic Vapor

Organic Vapor

A PID monitor was used to monitor for the presence of organic (and some inorganic) vapor in
air. The field screening locations are shown in Figure 3-1, and the field screening
measurements are listed in Table 3-2. The background reading on the PID during the field
screening for organic vapor was 0.3 parts per million (ppm). There were no detectable
- organic vapors at sample locations 22-002 through 22-005. The field screening measurement .
recorded at sample location 22-006 was at background (0.3 ppm) in the 0- to 6-inch interval.
Organic vapor was detected at the background sample location 22-001 at 0.6 to 0.7 ppm in
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the 0- to 6-inch interval. Organic vapor detected by the PID monitor during sampling
activities never exceeded the action level of 5.0 ppm that would trigger collection of a soil
sample for volatile organic compound (VOC) analysis.

3.6.1.2 Radioactivity

Radiological screening was performed at all sampling locations shown in Figure 3-1. The
field screening was performed with a G-M beta-gamma pancake probe and sodium-iodide
scintillation detector in accordance with the methodologies prescribed in the sampling and
analysis plan (Appendix A). Background beta-gamma activity was recorded at 12,800 counts
per minute (cpm). Activities at both the background sample locations and on-site sample
locations ranged from 9,830 to 10,600 cpm. In addition, these activities never exceeded the
action level of background plus 2 standard deviations that would trigger collection of a soil
sample for radionuclide analyses.

3.6.2 Laboratory Analytical Results for Soil Samples

A total of 12 soil samples and one duplicate sample were collected and analyzed to support
the NFA proposal for ER Site 22. The samples were collected from three background
locations and three on-site locations at the O- to -6-inch and 18 to 24-inch depth intervals
(Figure 3-1} in accordance with the methodologies prescribed in Appendix A. The samples
are identified as shown in Table 3-1.

Analytical results obtained from the confirmatory sampling are summarized in Tables 3-2, 3-
3, and 3-4. The analytical data packages along with Quality Assurance/Quality Control
(QA/QC) documentation are readily available and can be viewed in the SNL/NM
Environmental Operations Records Center. The analytical fractions and corresponding
analytical laboratory used to perform analyses on each fraction include:

» Metals, semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs), and polyvchlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs)—~Quanterra Inc. Laboratory, Arvada, Colorado

» Gamma spectroscopy—SNL/NM Department 7715 Laboratory

+ Isotopic thorium and isotopic uranium by alpha spectroscopy—TMA/Eberline
Albuquerque Laboratory

The background samples were analyzed for metals by EPA Methods 6010/7000 Series,
gamma-emitting radionuclides by gamma spectroscopy and isotopic thorium and isotopic
uranium by alpha spectroscopy. On-site samples were analyzed for metals by EPA Methods
6010/7000 Series, SVOCs by EPA Method 8270, and PCBs by EPA Method 8080. Because
no VOC or elevated radiation levels were detected at any of the sampling locations during
field screening activities, no VOC and radiological analyses were performed on the on-site
samples in accordance with the sampling plan (Appendix A).
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3.6.2.1 Metals Analyses .

Results from metals analyses are summarized in Table 3-2. All concentrations for the 0- to 6-
inch and 18 to 24-inch depth on-site samples fall within or below the range for the background
samples. Additionally, all background samples and on-site samples fall within or below the
range for SNL/NM background levels (listed in Table 3-2), and are below the action levels
(listed in Table 3-2).

3.6.2.2 Organic Compound Analyses

Target Compound List SVOCs

Six on-site soil samples and one duplicate (18- to 24-inch depth) sample were analyzed for

SVOCs using EPA Method 8270. SVOCs were not detected in any of these samples at the

method detection limit. Phenol was detected with an estimated value of 3.0 micrograms per
liter (g/L) in the rinsate blank and is likely attributable to laboratory contamination.

Target Compound List PCBs

Six on-site soil samples and one duplicate sample (18 to 24-inch depth) were analyzed for
PCBs using EPA Method 8080. The samples contained no detectable concentration of PCBs at
the method detection limit. 7 .

3.6.2.3 Radiological Analyses

Radionuclides {Gamma Spectroscopyv and Alpha Spectroscopy)

All of the soil samples collected contained detectable gamma-emitting and alpha-emitting
radionuclide activities. Detectable radionuclides included members of the uranium and thorium
natural decay series, naturally occurring potassium-40, and cesium-137 (a fission product
resulting from atmospheric testing of nuclear weapons). All measured activities fall within the
background range for radicnuclides in soil at the site and at SNL/NM (listed in Tables 3-3 and
3-4). Additionally, the activity ratios of the daughter nuclides to parents are approximately
unity, indicating the decay chains are in secular equilibrium and naturally occurring (i.e., no
anthropogenic source). Because all radiological screening results were within background
measurements for on-site sample locations, no radiological analyses were performed on the on-
site soil samples.

3.6.3 QC Summary

Field and laboratory QC samples were analyzed so that data quality could be evaluated. The
following subsections summarize the QC data and findings.

3.6.3.1 Data Verification and Validation .

Verification and validation of chemical measurement data were performed in accordance with
the SNL/NM Environmental Operations Center "Verification and Validation of Chemical and
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Radiochemical Data" Revision 0 (TOP 94-03) (SNL/NM July 1994). Data validation was
performed on the inorganic and organic data using Level 1, Level 2, and Level 3 checklists
specified in the above procedure. Data validation was performed on the radiochemical data
using Level 1 and Level 2 checklists.

3.6.3.2 Field QC Data

Field QC samples submitted to the contract laboratory during sampling activities at ER Site
22 included one field duplicate sample and one equipment rinsate blank. The analytical
laboratory prepared one matrix spike and one matrix spike duplicate from sample
22-S2-004-F. Results for the QC samples are discussed below.,

Field Duplicate Sample

“ One duplicate soil sample (ER sample 22-S2-005-DU) was collected from the sample location
22-005 at the 18- to 24-inch interval. The duplicate sample was analyzed for the same
chemical and radionuclide parameters as its counterpart. The results of the duplicate are
consistent with its counterpart.

Equipment Rinsate Blank

One aqueous full-suite equipment rinsate blank sample was collected following completion of
soil sampling and final equipment decontamination at ER Site 22. No metals, PCBs, or
SVOCs were detected in the full-suite rinsate blank at levels above the reporting limit in the
rinsate blank. The results obtained from analysis of the equipment rinsate blank sample
indicates that decontamination procedures were effective and project samples were not cross-
contaminated by the sampling equipment.

Matrix Spike Analysis

Matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate analyses were performed to assess sample matrix
effects on analytical accuracy and in accordance with requirements of the sampling plan
(Appendix A). The field team supervisor designated the soil sample SNL.A021094-1 from
sample location 22-004 at the 18-to -24-inch interval for matrix spike analysis on the Analysis
Request/Chain of Custody Record that accompanied the samples to the contract laboratory.
The matrix spike was performed for all fractions of the sample in accordance with approved
laboratory procedures. Matrix spike results were reported in the laboratory analytical data
report as percent recovery and relative percent difference (RPD) calculations. All analytes
had RPD less than or equal to the acceptance limit of 20 percent.

3.6.4 Laboratory QC Data
Laboratory QU samples were analyzed at the laboratories, and the data were included in the
analytical reports with cross references to the corresponding ER samples. Laboratory QC data

included organic surrogate spike, duplicate control sample, single control sample, and method
blank analyses. For the chemical analyses, the analytical data sheets for each sample included
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the nominal reporting limit for the parameters reported. QC excursions are discussed in the
narrative to the Quanterra analytical report and are noted on the Level 2 and the Level 3
checklists and the narrative report.

Surrogate Snike Analyses

Sample SNLA021100-1, the aqueous rinsate blank, had unacceptable surrogate spike
recoveries (i.€., equal to or less than 25 percent of the true value). This was attributed to
matrix interferences by the laboratory. The results would not be expected to impact soil
matrix environmental samples, and the soil samples are unaffected.

Laboratory QC Findings

Several laboratory QC findings relating to internal standard and control sample compound
recoveries are discussed in the analytical report narrative and noted on the data review
checklists. The findings either do not apply to the ER Site 22 soil sampling because no
contaminants were reported or do not significantly affect data quality based upon the
laboratory review and SNL/NM QA/QC review of the sample data and the entire set of QC
data for the analytical batch.

Quantitation limits were less than applicable regulatory limits for most analyses. All
investigative samples called for in the sampling plan (Appendix A) were collected and
analyzed. Consequently, data completeness approached 100 percent. Laboratory QC results
are acceptable.

In summary, QA/QC support data for these soil samples indicate that the samples meet Level
III criteria.

3.6.5 Nonconformances/Variances to Sampling and Analysis Pfan

A nonconformance is an unplanned and unintended deviation from the established sampling
and analysis plan or procedures. Several nonconformances/variances occurred during field
soil sample collection activities at ER Site 22 in December 1994. A field blank sample was
not collected during sampling activities at ER Site 22. As outlined in the SNL/NM Generic
Quality Assurance Project Plan {Appendix F of the Program Implementation Plan [SNL/NM
February 1995)), one field blank will be collected for every 20 environmental samples
collected. Because no contaminants were detected above their respective reporting limits in
the equipment rinsate sample or soil samples, not collecting the field blank will not adversely
affect the overall sampling program.

No PID field screening measurements were taken at sample locations 22-004 and 22-005 at
the 18- to 24-inch depth interval. In addition, a radiological screening measurement was not
obtained from sample location 22-006 at the 18- to 24-inch depth interval. Because field
screening measurements were taken at all of these sample locations at the 0- to 6-inch depth
interval for organic vapor and radiological activity, these nonconformances will not adversely
affect the overall sampling program., R
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One analytical laboratory reported several nonconformances during sample analysis; however,
the validity of analytical results was not adversely affected.

3.7 Rationale for Pursuing a Confirmatory Sampling NFA Decision

SNL/NM is proposing an administrative NFA decision for ER Site 22 because the SWMU
clearly has not released hazardous waste or constituents to the environment (Criterion C).
The site consists of a 55-gallon drum with the top cut off, several wooden pallets, some
fiberboard pieces, and some burned wood and charcoal. There are no materials present that
suggest hazardous waste or constituents were ever handled or managed at this site.

The site first appeared as a clear-cut area on a 1975 historical aerial photograph (USGS

1975). An inspection conducted under the CEARP in 1985 noted the area contained one
55-gallon drum, several wooden pallets, and evidence of past burning. Subsequent to the
CEARP inspection, the EPA conducted an RFA. The RFA report refers to the site as a burn
pit, but no burn pit is located on the site. The only evidence that burning took place is the
appearance of the drum and the charcoal pieces on the ground beside the drum which suggests
that it was used as a burn barrel. No additional information concerning past uses of the
SWMU has been found. However, there is no physical evidence that suggests site activities
generated hazardous wasfe constituents.

In January 1994, a UXO/HE survey conducted by KAFB EOD found no live UXO/HE or
UXO/HE debris at the site (22-20). In February 1994, a surface gamma radiation survey of
the site was performed, and no activity was found above the background levels (RUST
Geotech Inc. December 1994}, Confirmatory sampling of surface soils was conducted in
December 1994 to determine whether hazardous waste or constituents have been released into

the environment. The results of the sampling show that constituents of concern have not been
released to the environment.

Therefore, based on archival information and analytical results from confirmatory sampling,
ER Site 22 is recommended for an administrative NFA decision because the site clearly has
not released hazardous waste or constituents into the environment (Criterion C).

4. Conclusion

Based upon the evidence cited above, no potential remains for a release of hazardous waste
(including hazardous constituents) which may pose a threat to human health or the
environment. Therefore, ER Site 22 is recommended for an NFA determination.

5. References

5.7 ER Site References

Section 5.1 contains a comprehensive bibliographical list of the documents relating to ER
Site 22.- This list is arranged numerically by the numbers assigned to each document.
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ER Site

Reference

Reference Number

22-2,

22-3.

22-4,

22-5.

22-6.

22-7,

22-8.

22-9,

22-10.

22-11.

22-12.

22-13.

22-14.

22-15.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), November 1993.
"Environmental Restoration Program Information Sheet," Storage/Burn Area Site
(West of DEER), Sandia National Laboratories, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

Department of Energy (DOE), Albuquerque Operations Office, [n.d.].
Environmental Restoration and Waste Management Five-Year Plan Activity Data
Sheet (Predecisional Draft), ER-SA-S, OU 1266, SA-0629, Department of Energy,
Albuquerque Operations Office, Albuguergue, New Mexico.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), October 1989.
Environmental Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 002/94-001.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), October 1989.
Environmental Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 022/94-002.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), October 1989.
Environmenta] Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 022/94-003.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), October 1989.
Environmental Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 022/94-004.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), October 1989.
Environmental Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 022/94-005.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), November 1989.
Environmental Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 022/94-006.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), [n.d.]. Site 22 Drawings,
Albuquerque, New Mexico.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), July 1985. Site 22
Photographs, TSO File SA-0333-01, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

Lojek, C. Field Activity Daily Log, Site 22 Storage/Burn Area (West of Deer),
Sandia National Laboratories, Albuquerque, New Mexico. July 21, 1993.

Lojek, C., and M. Young. Field Activity Daily Log, Schoolhouse Mesa OU 1334
RFI, Tour of North and South Coyote Test Field, Sandia National Laboratories,
Albuquerque, New Mexico. January 27, 1993.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), July 1993. OU 1334—Site
22 Photographs, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), February 1994.
Environmental Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 022/94-007.
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22-16.  Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), May 1993. Environmental
Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 022/94-008.

22-17.  Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), [n.d.]. Environmental
Operations Record Center Record Number ER/1334 022/94-009.

22-18.  Reference removed/not applicable to site.

22-19.  Sandhaus, D. Memorandum to C. Lojek, Sandia National Laboratories/New
Mexico, March 21, 1994.

22-20.  Young, M. Memorandum to Distribution, Sandia National Laboratories/New
Mexico. April 15, 1994,

22-22 Babb, K., Memorandum to D. Sandhaus, Sandia Naticnal Laboratories/New Mexico,
October 20, 1994,

5.2 Reference Documents

Department of Energy (DOE) September 1987, Albuquerque Operations Office,
Environmental Safety and Health Division, Environmental Program Branch. Draft
"Comprehensive Environmental Assessment and Response Program (CEARP) Phase I:
Installation Assessment, Sandia National Laboratories, Albuquerque," Department of Energy,
Albuquerque Operations Office, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

DOE, see Department of Energy.
EPA, see U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
FR, see Federal Register Volume 55, NO. 145, July 27, 1990 Proposed Rules.

IT, see IT Corporation.

International Technology Corporation (IT), May 1994a. "Hydrogeology of the Central Coyote
Test Area QU 1334," IT Corporation, Albuguerque, New Mexico.

International Technology Corporation (IT), May 1994b. "Background Concentrations of
Constituents of Concern to the Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico Environmental
Restoration Project, Phase II: Interim Report," prepared by IT Corporation for Sandia National
Laboratories, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

RUST Geotech Inc., December 1994. "Sandia Surface Radiological Surveys Report," RUST
Geotech Inc. Technical Support Program for Sandia National Laboratories, Albuquerque, New
Mexico.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), February 1995. Draft "Program

Implementation Plan for Albuquerque Potential Release Sites," Sandia National Laboratories,
Albuquerque, New Mexico.
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Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), April 1994, "Mean Elevation and
Acreage Computation Report," Sandia National Laboratories, GIS Group, Environmental
Restoration Department, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

Sandia Naticnal Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), July 1994. "Verification and
Validation of Chemical and Radiochemical Data," Rev. 0, TOP 94-03, Sandia National
Laboratories, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM), June 1994. "Generic Action Levels
Calculated According to RCRA Proposed Subpart S Methods—IT Corporation for Sandia
National Laboratories/New Mexico Department 7583, Values Current for Regulatory Guidance
through June 1994," Sandia National Laboratories, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

SNL/NM, see Sandia National Laboratories/New Mexico (SNL/NM).
USDA, see United States Department of Agriculture.

United States Department of Agriculture (USDA), June 1977, "Soil Survey of Bernalillo
County and Parts of Sandoval and Valencia Counties, New Mexico," Soil Conservation
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 101 pp.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), December 1994. Draft Soil Screening
Guidance Quick Reference Fact Sheet, EPA/540/R-94/101 PB95-963529, Office of Solid
Waste and Emergency Response, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, DC.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), August 26, 1993, Module IV of
RCRA Permit No. NM 58901105189, EPA Region 6, issued to Sandia National Laboratories,
Albuquerque, New Mexico.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), August 1992. Hazardous Waste
Management Facility Permit No. NM5890110518, EPA Region 6, issued to Sandia National
Laboratories, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), July 1990. "Corrective Action for
Solid Waste Management Units (SWMU) at Hazardous Waste Management Facilities,
Proposed Rule," Federal Register, Vol. 55, Title 40, Parts 264, 265, 270, and 271.

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), December 1987, "Hazardous Waste; Codification
Rule for 1984 RCRA Amendments; Final Rule," Federal Register, Vol. 52, Title 40, Parts
144, 264, 265, 270, and 27, Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, DC.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), April 1987. "Final RCRA Facility
Assessment Report of Solid Waste Management Units at Sandia National Laboratories,
Albuquerque, New Mexico," Contract No. 68-01-70389. EPA Region 6.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), October 1986. "RCRA Facility
Assessment Guidance," EPA/530-86-053, PB87-107769, Washington, DC.
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5.3 Aerial Photographs

United States Department of Agriculture (USDA), 1983. Aerial Photograph, 61030-1382-173,
Albuquerque, New Mexico.

United States Geological Survey (USGS), 1975. Aerial Photograph, VDRE-3-112,
Albuquerque, New Mexico.

United States Geological Survey (USGS), 1971. Aerial Photograph, EXG-2-280,
Albuquerque, New Mexico.

USDA, see United States Department of Agriculture.

USGS, see United States Geological Survey.
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Figure 1-1
Location of ER Site 22, Storage/Burn Area
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Figure 2-1
ER Site 22, Storage/Burn Area
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Figure 2-2a. Photograph of ER Site 22. The 55-gallon drum is located
within the fenced area. View is to the northeast.
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Figure 2-2b. Photograph of ER Site 22 showing charcoal fragments and

burned wood.

Figure 2-2
ER Site 22 Photographs
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Sandia National Laboratories:

P.C. Box 5800° ) Managad by Martin Marietta Corporation
Albuguerque, New Mexico B7185-0551 for the Dapariment of Enargy
Kevin Babhb

Industrial Hyglene
date: October 20, 1994
to: D. J. Sandhaus, 7585, Excel Technical & Environmental Services, inc.

subject Asbestos Bulk sample results
Department 7712 took bulk samples on October 5, 1994 from fiberboard located at ER site 22
Coyote Canyon Test site. The samples were sumitted to the 7712 Analytical Laboratory for

analysis. The analysis was conducted by PLM method with No_Asbestos Detected from any ¢
the three(3) samples.

If department 7712 could be of any further assistance, please call on us.

cc 7712 day file
Donna Young, 7712

E£xceptional Service in the Mational interest







0808 PO Vdd—sI&uaydig pareuniopyeAjod

0L28 POIAN Vdg-—spunaduion aned1Q s[ne[oAtwag (meapdngy)
SO ONNL/OTNG POYIRIN VAT—SIeW I-LAOTZOVINS ur pz-81 ANs-UO Na-s06-78-Te
0808 powa VAT —siAusydig pateuiofa4[og
0L78 PO VdI—spuncdiuo) dwedi0) SMeIoaas
$31298 000L/0109 POMAN VIS 1-960TT0VINS u pg-Rl As-UO 4-600-78-TT
0808 poaw vda—siAuaydig pajeuntojyokied
OLT8 PO Vda-—spunoduo)) suedi() ajneoAnuag
$3L135 000L/0109 POUIRIN VJI—S[EIRIN [=S601TOVINS ur 9= Ais=uQ) A-200-18-TC £00-7T
0309 PORIN Vdd—skuaydig pajeuuoydiiod
0428 PO VdI—Spunodiiey) ojueSiQy o[lR[oAIWoS {asw/S)
$213§ 000£/0109 POYPRIN Vdd—S[BeN I-¥60170VINS ul +Z-81 Ms-Uo A-$00-TS-TC
0808 POA Vda—SIAuaidig paseutioqyadjed
0/78 POIAIN YdT-—spunoduwoy) s1edi) S[NE[OAILSS
59098 00040109 PO VdI SN 1-€60TZ0VINS w9-0 MNS-UO A-p00-18-T¢C - ¥00-TT
Adoosonpady ey £-T601 70V INS
&doosonoadg wydry £q wnpoy], pue wopwern oidojost T-TO0TTOVINS
S8112S 000L/0109 PO VI —S[EIRNA I-TGOTTOVINS ut $7-81 punordyseg d-£00-T8-22
Adossonsadg euumny £-160TTOVINS
fdoasonaadg eydpy £q wnuoy] pue wanwein adolosy T-1601TOVINS
S35 000LAT09 PO VITA—SIERN [-160TZOVINS ur 9-g punadyoeg A-€00-18-TT £00-¢T
Adoasonsadg eunuref) £-0601T0VINS
Adoosonoads eydpy Aq wnuoy] pue wniuely Mdojos] Z-0601Z0VINS
52125 000L/0109 PO Vdd-~ SIERA 1-0601ZOV'INS 781 punoiiyoey A-T-TS-TT
Adoosonseds euinn €-6301TOVINS )
Adoosonoads eydry Aq wnuoy ], pue wnuein 2doos] T-6801TOVINS
sal195 NONL/AOT09 POMIIN VAT—STelRIN 1-680120VINS m 9-0 punosiyoeg 2-200-18-T¢ 00tz
Adoosonaads ewwen) €-8801Z0VINS
Adoosonoadg eyd)y £q wnuoy| pue wmuein 21dojos] T-880120V'INS
Salag 00070109 PORRAN VI —S[ERIN 1-8801TOVINS W FTRI punoidyoeg J-100-T5-2C
Adoasondadg suiuren) ¢=L801TOVINS
£doasonsads eydyy £q wnnoyy, pue wnitein sidojosy 7-L301 20V INS
S3U2S 000L/0109 POPRIN VII 5PN 1-L80TTOVINS punoziyoeg 4-100-18-TT 100-22
. -pouLiojiag saspeiny.. L ar K1o1Ieqe T OIS - - adAy, spdwes . arspdues g B .::Mmucq,
: T o ’ : Lo : odures

N/ INS TC 918 M B padafioe) sojdureg 110§ Jo Arewnung

1-¢€ 9qEL,

Page 20

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22}




0808 POYPIW Vdg—SiAuaydig pajeusioydAiod
0478 POYRW yd—spunodwio) oiuesiQ) ajnejoALsg

SSLIaS 000L/0109 PO VT —S[EIIN £- Pue ‘z- “[-001IZOVINS S0BlINg jue|g Sresury L00-99-TC L00-2T
0808 PONAN Vaa—sjAudydig parteuniojyajog
0478 POIS VdI—SpUnoduio) o1uesio) s[ejoAtwag
S3U3S 000L/0109 POIRIN VdTd—SIeIdOW 1-6601COVINS ‘ur $7-81 AS-UH 4-900-75-7C
0808 POWIo Vdd—s[Auaydigy pareunioyakiod
0LZ8 PO Vdg—spunoduwio) apuedio apsejoanuag
SAU3S 000L/OT0Y9 POYIRN VdAI—S[EISN [-860T1Z0VINS ‘w90 MPsS-UQ 4-900-18-2C 900-TC
lrong o powmopsg sasApeny 70 s s bt g Aoweioqe OIS v | ndag ~ad4y, adureg qr opdureg ya " uopedo]
RS S A e T R IR SR . otdues -

AN/INS ‘T 31uS ¥d 18 pasfjo) sojdweg (10§ jo Areunung
(papnouo)) 1-¢ 9[qe],

Page 21

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22)



¥N VN VN VN VN 0600000 (1area) /80 10 Sy/37 (TH1/0808 POUIRIN)
S|Auaydigy paeuLIo|yaA|1od
VN ¥N ¥N YN YN ¥N (19em) 1/80 30 Bo/8r (THL/OLTR POPIW)
SOLUETI() S|[E|OAILUBS
0 1>0N O T>aN 0'1>aN 0'1>(N 0°01-50°0 00t (0109) 1aps
05 0>CN 05" 0>aN 05 0>AN 050>0N N oot {0109) wnuafes
010>aN 010>aN 010N 01°0>0N AN 0z (1L¥L) Lnoey
ree [ r9¢ 06 0011-0T s00% (0109) peay
19 £ t'9 001 1'85-10°0 0P (0109) (mo) wmiwony)
050N 05'0>0N 050>aN 05 0>{IN TR0 08 (0109) wnrupe,)
£ (AN £ 690 I'1-10 0T (0109) wniyLiog
115 A1) £16 701 OEL-E1'0 0009 (0109) wnueg
) ¥4 Ay re aN 0c {6109) awasry
By/Sur (S3L195 ONOL/NTNO POPSI) ITEIEI
wd> QOr'0T wda 00001 udd pozol wds 0£6°6 N LSUONEIAID Prepue)s pSUNSYY Sutuzanng piaty
7 snjd punorgyoeg SOpI[oNUOIpEY
wdd g wdd wdd g widd £70-9°Q ;wdd €9 Judd ¢ sinsay FuIPang praig
SOIUEGI() S[NBCA
- G3As uendy. -
R0 b0 ¥6/60/2 oS
L. SAUOUT B8 2 Soqou guiy . sauint pT-g1- sdaq sydwres
punoidyseq T punoidydeg” punordyjorg - : BdAY opdwes [
T-D60TZOVINS | - [-6801Z0VINS -~ |- . 1-88017Z0VINS: 1%L ‘0N Jidwes OWS,
. 4-200-Z8-T7 ' TO0ESZT - | A0 TSI SARI007ISET s el e ‘al ajdues ¥y
CIRTT T00-TT B (AR SO0 ‘uohieso 2pdweg -

WN/INS ‘sojdweg [1og 7z ans o
SINsSay [eond[euy selepy pue owediQ) Jo Areunung

¢t dIqe],

Page 22

No Further Action Proposai (Site 22)




aN (N VN N 4N 060000°0 (aea) /20 0 By/3r (D1 ‘0808 PO
BIENG R UELE
aN an VN VN YN VN (aem) /3 10 38 (TO1/0L2Z8 POYPISIN)
SOIUEEI) S[UR[OAIIISS
0 T>0aN 0'1=0N O01>aN 0'[>aN G01-500 00t (0109) 10ap18
05 0>aN 0§ 0>aN ¥$'0>aN 05" 0>aN aN 00F {(0109) wnruspg
01'0>aN 0L 0>CN 0T 0>aN 01'0>aN N 0T (1LrL) LmdspW
0'$>aN b6 [¢y rsy 001101 7007 {6100} peo]
Ry I'E 6 £9 I'85-10°0 Jo0¥ (0109) (je101) wnwory)
05 0>0aN 050>aN 05" 0>aN 05"0=>aN $81°0 0% (0109) wrupe)
9€'0 620 9c0 150 o Ny (0109) wmipliag
6L oot £'p8 69 0ELETD 0069 (0109) wmmeg
61 g1 Lz 8T AN 0z (0109) owuasry
By/Bw ‘(sauas pppz/0109 POYSIN) STEIRRY

‘ ‘ c SUOTRIAZD

n o

wdd oy 01 wdda 009'01 wd2 086 wdz 0pz'01 aN P— LSSy Bupusoiog prorg
Z snjd punoi@yoeg SapIAUCIPEY
AN urdd urdd ¢ wdd Hudd £ Hudd ¢ $)[ns2y Fwuaany ppaty

SOIUETI() 3[IEJOA

] AT oY

W PEIGOITT e sydureg -

o ‘qdogt ardureg
edAjordug
"N NduTES OWS
] sdurs ¥y
dnesory aydureg

T-ZB0IZ0VING - -

WN/INS ‘ssqdmeg [10g 7Z 91S YA
S)Nsay] [eoNA[euy s|eIS)N pue owedi)) jo Arewwng

(ponunuo)) z-¢ sjqeL

Page 23

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22}




anN aN aN aN 060000°0 (zarem) 17311 10 378 (1010808 POMSIA)
anN aN QN YN ¥N (135em) 773 10 BN/8M (IDI/0LTR POMIK)
SJIUEEI() DJBIOAILDY
0 1>0N 0'1>0N OT>aN 001-600 00% (0109) 30118
05'0>aN 080N 0$'0>0N aN 00t (0109) wmspg
ol'o>aN 01 0=aN 0U0>aN aN 0z (121L) Anoelg
tey oy ¥y 0°011-0'1 g00p (0109} pear7
[44 9 vy I'88-10°0 00y (0169) {rr0y) wnywom
05 0>(IN 05°0>aN 05" 0>aN $'8-1'0 08 (0109) wnnwpe;)
) 670 9€°0 '1-1ro 207 (0109 wnpdg
8L 1'¢s 8L 0ELE10 0009 (0109) umimg
61 0T 0T aN 07 (0109} duasry
BBw (31195 000L/O109 PO SR

. c < suoneIASp
wds 0001 wda pov01 wdd goz01 aN > prpues pSinsay Supusang pratg
Z snjd punordyoeyg SopI[anuGIpEY
AN AN wdd p wdd ¢g Studd ¢ s)nsay Swuasing pratd

[N HORDY

WN/INS ‘serdumg (10§ 77 ong Wi
SINSAY [eoNA[Ruy S[EIOJN pue o1ediQ) Jo ARwwng

(penunuop) z-¢ s[qey,

Page 24

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22}




"P661 QUL YT 0URIINYg

‘(TA) wnruolys 10y s [543} UONDY

Y97 MR WAD 0OF o) oMy pasodoid ‘0661 ‘LT AINf “MA WOY PIUIEIGO [9A3)] :o:u.iw
"1010018p UOHRI[TUIOS SPIPOI-UMIpos Yyum pautiofrad Suiussios [esidojoipey
monoesy eyl 40 sedwes [105 JO UON2A[[00 SIAEA [A3] zo:u«‘w

Gp661 KB L1 20wy
"p661 dunf WN/TNS :90USIJOY,

SaJON
anN aN anN , AN 0600000 (1a1em) 1/8r 10 By/Ad (1D1/0808% POMAW)
S[Auaydig pateuTiofydAjog
01 (N aN AN 000°000°08 [oudy
(1oyEm) YBr 10 BB (1210478 PO
SHIUETI0 OIIE[OATWRS
010'0>aN 0'T>aN 0'1>aN 0oL-500 0o (0109) 20AS
0500 00N 010N 0§°0>aN 4N 00t (0109) wniuAg
VN 0T'0>aN 0T O>UN . anN 0T (TLpL) Andtap
0€00°0>aN 0'01>aN 6% 001T1-0'1 500t {0109) pea1
010°0>(N 6§ 2L 1'85-10°0 J00¥ {0109) (Imo) wmiwory)
0500'0>CIN 0'I>aN 05 (>N $8-1°0 08 {(0109) wnywpe)
0700 0>aN [820 1£0 1110 20T (0109) wnlArag
010°0>aN 9£z 128 DEL-ET'G 0009 (0109) wnireg
010°0>aN [9¢ ¥ N 07 (0109) Juasty
/3w Jo By/Fw (s2195 VOL/10S POYRIN) SIEIOI
VYN ¥N wds ga¢ioT an SUQIIRTAID prepuwRis _uﬂﬁwox Sunuaaog pratg
Z snid punosSyoeg] SopipnGoipey
wdd wdd ¢ wdd g Juidd g9 Htudd ¢ synsay Sutuoams pratg
SOIEZEL] S[BJOA
© ploART vond . ,
e mdueg
“pidad ‘arditres
s g AUAL g
EE60TZOY IN ‘
#900-15-7%
- 900°ZT .

AN/INS ‘so[duwreg 110§ 77 31§ yd
SINSaY [eONA[euY S[EI9N pue dluedi) Jo Ayewwng

(papnppuo)) z-¢ AqelL

Page 25

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22)




5o aN 15€°0 N — aN aN AN 1€T-wnuoy |
Z0E0°0 an 20£0°0 aN F6E00 aN 21°0-50°0 4N Seg-wmiueif)
|| €€60°0 F 9L9°0 - LOTRF 990 - 6E1I70 + €07 N AN JOZ-wnjey |
- 687°0 ¥ +05°0 020 N — TLEOF LLEO LTH1v0 AN C1Z-tpnuistg
- /P00 F 19L°0 — 60500 + £9L°0 — 15900 F £1°1 vI-10 AN Ziz-pea]
- 8EY0 F 61T - 1¥9°0 ¥ 06L°0 - $T80 T S0°€ L6010 AN pTZ-wnipey
- 08v6°0 + 8SL0 — 900°G + T9L0 —_ §¥90°0 + CI'} AN AN 87C-wnuoyy
— TEVO F L¥L'0 - TZI'0 T 80L°0 — (0 FROT AN N S{CwnunOy
- SYI'0 ¥ LT8O - SEVO + ¥8L°0 - $51°0 F 0T'1 S0’ 1-5+'0 aN §Z7-wmipey
—_ SPI'0 F L2870 —_— SEU'D F #8L0 — 810 F 0T 0T1-EC0 4N ¢eg-umuoyp
- |1+ €01 0e't UN 091 (N 0TI-£0 AN 017-pra]
— 1890°0 + +Tb 0 - P8SO0 F £15°0 - 86L0°0 F Zo¥0 Yi-LT0 N PlZ-ynwsig
- 08€0°0 + 98340 —_ 8890°0 + 060 — 8070 ¥ 8960 £r1-670 AN P1T-pra]
- LPF 0 F 56870 - YIS0+ 201 - P90 F €8°1 60°C S0 AN 9TT-wnipey
5 469 anN e aN 99 anN 0180 aN yeg-wniuern
09€°0 aN SEE0 anN S0 aN 0'e-HTE0 aN pecmntion
65£°0 aN 60 aN 2y aN £00'T-££00°0 aN 8ET-wniuel)
,Adoosonasadg
etyueny sapljonuocipey
YA ozFEaad) | vaw..: | ozT@md | L VAW, .07 (3a)d) i (8and) (Enod)y Sun ‘paroara(] st
‘. o . — S . ) . . ) uuﬁi punos@yoeyg L([3457 vonay
. weisozl PE/6O/ZT SRR Y Y A T o ‘ ‘o ojdues
. safour g-p sayaul -8 S Sagout gy pda(q ajdueg
T punosiNoegr o . puncidyoeg . | puncigyieg addy, sidwes
E-680IZOVING -+ - - £=8801T0VINS e EIB0TZOVINS ‘0N apdureg QIS
- 4-T00-15-2T - AN 1007ES-LT 4-100+18-T2 ‘al sidwes
200-2z . 100-2T 100-72 uoneaoTy Jjdwesy

WN/INS ‘saqdeg T10§ punoidyoeey gz g d
‘synsay] Adoosonoadg ewern jo Aretuumg

£-t Q1qe],

Page 26

No Further Action Proposal {Site 22)




— L9L°0 F €81 — 89L°0 T €81 — 1880 F $°0T 01E-61°0 aN Oy-winisseiod
— 8870°0 T 801°0 0020°0 an — 1LEOO F LOLO 101-$00'0 aN LET-WNisa)y
Z0L0°0 an 00£0°0 an LYS0°0 an aN aN 6TT-tuni0y ]
1€60°0 aN POPO'0 anN 990°0 an 4N aN ££Z-WNIUNOEI0L]
6v10 an PrI0 anN L810 an AN aN Lez-wntumdon
9160°0 an 80800 an 0110 an AN aN THZ-WNoEAWY
6€1°0 aN 910 an 891°0 an aN 4N LTT-wnuoy |,
9560 an 0S6°0 an ARl anN N AN LTZ-wnunoy
PS80 aN L8O an €01 an aN aN [€Z-wntunoelold
VAW - 07 T (310d) vaw | o7 F (8a0d) ovaw- . |: ez ¥ @aod) @nody (8n0d) Sun “paroajeq SINWEIR]
- R . - JoA2] punosSyoey *IPAYT UOHIY
H6/60/T1 S Ol el Y60 pe(q ofdureg
saygout - Co T sayourpzig) sayaut 9-0 yidogy odweg
. punoidydeq puncidyoey - ~ punoiiyoeg adA g sidureg
" E680I1T0VINS - © U E8B010VINS S EL801Z0VINS ‘0N 2|dure§ QWS
G dT00NISTT L S ATI0TS T L TS TT Qa1 aqdures W
Loz C 00T LLoa00E vonmoo'] ajduieg

JN/INS ‘sajduweg jrog punoidyoeg] 7z as A4
‘s3insay Adoosondadg ewmumen) jo Arewrung

(panunuo)) €-¢ d[qeL

Page 27

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22)




— LLBOO F VOLO - 1,800 + 0580 - vO1'0 + 8L9°0 aN aN ROT-wnufey],
— 6810 F 0v5°0 - LSTO F 9£5°0 - [LT0F #5470 LT vIvo AN Zig-yinusiyg
- L0S00 ¥ 2180 - 90500 + 7680 - SYP00 F SOL0 vi-1'0 aN Zipes]
- N - 9LL'0 T 069G - LIS T oPe LEOEV O aN pr-wnipey
— €050°0 ¥ 608°0 - POSO'Q + 38870 - 9PP0'0 * 10L°0° AN N 8TZ-wnHo L,
— 6110+ 9180 - LZI0 + £0°1 — eCI0 + 86L°0 9N IN T-wniuny
- €10 ¥ §06°0 - wro+ertr - SEI'0 ¥ ¥88°0 SO'1-S¥o AN BT-wmpey
- TLIO + S06'0 - P10+ p1°1 — SET'0 T vBR'O 0T 1-£T0 EL cEc-unuoy ]
9¢'1 anN LTl aN LTl anN Q0TI £0 AN 01g-pev]
— 62L0°0 F 18470 - £860°0 ¥ 350 — 6090°0 ¥ 2050 t'1-LT0 4N pl-ymusty
- 86500 ¥ 9Lt0 - LEOOO T #4570 80L0°0 F LO9O erI-620 AN yIT-per]
- £or0 F <Ol - 0T 10T — YISO T L£F'] a0'T-50 4N QTT-wnipey
08¢ (N — SIS F .89 vL'e aN 0180 IN peT-wniimyy
Zee0 aN £LED aN Oreo aN 0¢+L0 IN prE-wnuoyy
15£°0 anN 7LEo aN 6LE°0 N SN TEEN0'0 aN gET-nIURLy
JAdossonoadg
wuuRE ‘SATERGATEY
vaw. | o¢F @0d) VAW . | oz @Grod) VaW - | oz T | (@) - (8n24). syun ‘paAd( SIBWEIE]
‘ L . BTGy u::ohwxu.,mm .._u,>3 uonoy
T A R R A R A e ydums
sayoul y-g1 SAPUT G 7 SRR - ol ] I apdoqq dduwies
punosfyorg punoidyseq B . punoidioed - adA1 adurs
£-T601Z0VINS €-1601Z0VINS o ERO60TZOVINS o ajdwes OWS
EO0-TSTT AE00-1872L - TL00-Z8TT 1 apdumg Yy
S E00°TT £00-7C 0T worjeoo] ofduwres

JAN/INS ‘sa[dueg [1og punoIdyorg 7z 1§ WA
s1nsoy Adoosonoadg vwiwen jo Arewuing

(ponunuo)) ¢-¢ dqeL

Page 28

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22)




's)asal [eanAeue ur pajuasaxd jou YW = —
"1 e Jajeasd dre jey soner Ayanoe ur Junpnsal ‘ureys Kesop ot Jo wnuqrinba Jenoss syi gimistp pinom ssamos adojost stuagodoruy  Surunoso
Alfemyeu st adojost oy} sogedtpul onel adejost juared/saiyEnep oy o0y (1) auo Ajorewnxoidde jo oner AnAnoe uy -pauopiad sask[eue Kdoossonsedg wururen,

'qr661 A2 uolielodio) [,

PaYSIqEISa 10U [9A3] UONE AN/INS,

S310N
- CLL'O F 861 - 9PL0 F L°0T - 1SC0TF T'LL 01€-261°0 AN Of-wnisse104d
S810°G anN - $ET0°0 ¥ 9€90°0 Y610°C¢ aN '0T—00°0 4N LET-wmisay
60L0°0 anN 69070 aN 75900 aN AN 4N 6Z-wnuoy |,
81+0°0 aN 10F0°0 aN 0Zv0°0 aN IN N CET-UMUIE014
S0 aN ye1I'o aN €610 aN AN 4N LET-wniungdaN
L¥60°0 dN LLRO'O GN 8L80°0 aN AN AN 1 pZ-wmatsuy
SET0 AN P10 anN 8ZI'0 anN N HN LgZ-wnLogy
L160 aN 8760 N Y060 anN AN AN LTT-wniunay
780 anN [42.40) N T80 anN AN AN [ £Z-wmunoe)old
- anN - anN 8T0 anN AN aN [EC-wnuoyy
6620°0 aN 10€0°0 anN 01€0°0 N 81'0-50°0 IN SEg-tuniuelry
VAW, o @rod) [ vaw | cerwGaod) | o ovaw | erEGod. | @mod CEd ~ Suun “puosiaq SI9PURIE]
‘ ‘ ‘ : o ] [ dareT punosyoeg IPA9T UOIOY . .
oI60TL SRR 7:1/(A GRS IR 7 B 2eq oldures
SOUOUF HT-RT - oL g-g L, seudw -8t apdag spdureg
_punosdyoeg - ©S0 - cpunosSypeg : _punoidyoeq rad41 sydweg
U ET60TZOVINS U ET60120VINS 060 1Z0VINS ‘0N 2jdwes OIS
00T TT | AE00TSTE A-L00TRCT - a1 opdures yI
LE00TT SRR < AR uogeso'] ofduies

JAN/INS ‘sojdweg jrog punodyoeq 7z S Yd
s1[nsay] Adossonoadg eunuen jo Arewrwng

(papnyouo)) ¢-¢ 9[qe],

Page 29

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22)



170 STOFI'] 9L0°0 L1'Q * 6¥ 0 91’0 vE0 F T60 0T 1-EC0 4N LT wapoyy
PO 610 F 190 8800 B0 + €50 910 U0+ LY dN AN 0ET wnLoy],
610 g LT0+ 790 LS0°0 4 810 ¥ 99°0 6100 499'0F 760 AN aN 8EC wnyuely
Lro N ZL0°0 F ££0°0 o0 {1 820°0 F vT0'0 £L0°0 T90°0 F 16070 8$1°0-50'0 AN $€T wniueln)
£eo CE0F SL0 LSOO TTOF S80 0800 0T0F 0.0 01=£00 HN FLT/LET wnjuelfy

Adoosonasds

pydjy ‘Sapippnuolpey

S oo Bapdy 0T sun panapg Ssureg

YA | o E @Grod)

Y660/,

U a0l

sayoul 9-0. " Sl 78
L punosioeg . - 7L punardyoeg
. T-680IZ0VINS, : Z-9801ZOVINS .
A0S TS L o £ 100-2S7T:
LT L e d DOTTT

WN/INS ‘sejdureg fiog punoidyoeq zz aus ¥4
‘synsay Adoosonsadg eydly Jo Arewwng

t-t SlqeL

Page 30

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22)




10 ueyl 478343 51 3ynsal Jey) ‘sjonbre jual

AIp Arqissod Joj Funoaiios says ‘pue Fey ) € noyIm Jnsai v pey ajdues st

va

A 21 ey ssa] S1j[nsal oYy, =

‘a[dues iy 1oy V(I oY) 03 [enbs

U} Yim pajerdosse yuelq jusdeal v

3|

‘pausioptad sasdpeue Adossondeds eydyy,

qre6l Ae LI Uu:ﬁ&ump

"PIYSHEIS J0U [9A3] UOIIE NSNS,

S9ION
0800 60T 290 £80°0 wo+ 680°0 L0 F TL0 0T i-tdo 3N Lg wanoy],
£90°D B0 F LS50 980°0 LUOFrlo $L0°0 120+ 990 N dN 0€T wnoy
P00 HLTOFLLO 600 qEC0F6L0 910 H0L0F L970 N 3N 8€T wnuein
¥0°0 9500 ¥ 8¥0°Q 3900 1 $£0°0 F 0700 oro nore T &%00 810-500 dN SET wnluein)
ST'0 0 F LSO Y6070 0T0 F 590 910 oTOF #90 0'1-£0°0 IN PEC/EET Wnluelf)
sAduosugaady

eydry “Sapionucipey

WN/INS “sojdureg {log punoidydeq gz aig ¥y
‘synsay £doosondadg eydy Jo Amewrwng

{popnpuo)) p-¢ ayqey,

Page 31

No Further Action Proposal (Site 22)




APPENDIX A

Confirmatory Sampling and Analysis Plan for
ER Site 22
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1.0 DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY

Environmental Restoration (ER) Site 22 (Figure 1-1) is a small, irregularly shaped fenced area
approximately 50 feet (ft) by 50 ft. The approximately 6.0-ft-high, five-strand barbed-wire
fence is in poor condition. No signs or placards appear on the fence, with the exception of
the ER site posting. The area inside the fence contains one empty 55-gallon {gal} drum,
several wooden pallets, charcoal, and scraps of fiberboard. The top of the drum has been cut
off, and the bottom of the drum is discolored from heat, indicating the drum may have been
used as a fire barrel. Charcoal is scattered on the south side of the fenced area. The
wooden pallets show evidence of past burning, but no burn pit is visible at the solid waste
management unit (SWMU). [t appears that the only burning that took place at the site was a
small wood fire inside the drum. A utility right-of-way that includes overhead power lines and
an underground fiber-optic cable cuts the scuthwest corner of the site.

L]

The physical description indicates that this SWMU may have been a storage or staging area.
The project for which this SWMU was constructed is not known. No documentation on this
SWMU has been found, and none of the current or former Sandia National Laboratories/New
Mexico (SNL/NM) personnel! interviewed have provided any information about the SWMU (22-
15, 22-16). [t is unkncwn what waste materials, if any, may have been associated with the
SWMU, because the nature of the SWMU has not been confirmed.

ALJI1-93/WP/SNLR3545.22 1-1 301362.085.03.000 SNL
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2.0 PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS

ER Site 22 was first listed as a potential release site based on the Comprehensive
Environmental Assessment and Response Program (CEARP) interviews (DOE September
1987), which identified the SWMU as an area containing one 55 gal drum, several wooden
pallets, and evidence of past burning. The regutatory disposition of the SWMU was uncertain
because of a lack of knowledge regarding the activities conducted or recording the use of
hazardous waste or constituents at the SWMU. !nsufficient information alse prevented
calculating a Hazard Ranking System scaore for the SWMU,

Subsequent to the CEARP inspection, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
conducted a RCRA Facility Assessment {(RFA). in the RFA report (EPA April 1987}, this
SWMU is relabeled a burn pit, although no burn pit could be found. The report mistakenly
describes the single 5§5-gal drum identified in the CEARP investigation as several 55-gal
drums and correctly identifies the wooden pallets. However, the report includes no
information on waste streams and concludes that the potential for release is unknown
because the materials handled at the site are unknown.

in January 1994 KAFB Explosive Crdnance Disposal conducted a surface unexploded
ordnance (UXQO) survey at the site. No live ordnance, ordnance debris, or unexpended HE -
was identified during this survey (22-20).

In February 1994, RUST Geotech Inc. conducted a surface radiation survey at the site. The

survey used a scintillometer containing a sodium-iodide detector to measure gamma radiation.
. No anomalies were detected during this survey (RUST Geotech Inc. July 1934).

. ALPHE-94/WD/SNLR 354522 2-1 3014627180 03,000 SNL







3.0 CONCEPTUAL MODEL

3.1 Initial Conceptual Model

Available data do not conclusively demonstrate the presence or absence of hazardous waste
or constituents at ER Site 22. The initial conceptual mode! developed for ER Site 22 {Figure
3-1) consists of a fenced area containing fiberboard pieces, wooden pallets, a small pile of
charcoal and burned wood, and a 55-gal drum with the top cut off. Past activities at the site
are not documented, but aerial photographs show activity at the time of the construction of the
Starfire Optical Range, and ER Site 22 may have been a staging area for utility installation
(USDA 1983). Therefore, the potential presence of palychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) will be
investigated. The current conditions at the site suggest wood was burned in the 55-gal drum.
It is not known if other chemicals were stored or disposed of at the site; therefore, samples
will also be analyzed for semivolatile organic compounds (SVOC) and metals.

3.2 Existing Information on Nature and Extent of Contamination

Figure 1-1 shows the surficial distribution of nonhazardous debris at ER Site 22. The
subsurface distribution of debris, if any, is unknown. There is no physical evidence that
suggests the presence of hazardous constituents, and there is no documented record of burial
activities at this site. The nature and extent of potential contaminants in the soil is unknown.
However, no significant contamination is expected to be found. The fiberboard was lested to
determine whether it contains asbestos and no asbestos was identified (Appendix A).

3.3 Potential Contaminant Migration Pathways

Figure 3-1 illustrates the potential contaminant migration pathways of air, soil, and surface
water, if constituents of concern (COC) are present at ER Site 22. Because scattered debris
is subject to wind erosion and transport, air is a potential pathway. Soil near the scattered
debris may contain COCs, and contact with such sail results in a direct exposure pathway.
The surface-water pathway to receptors is viable because the site lies 50 ft north of an arroyo
channel. The depth to ground water at this site is approximately 150 ft (SNL/NM Octcber
1894) and is based on the depth to groundwater in the Starfire Optical Range well
(approximately cne-half mile southeast of ER Site 22). The limited precipitation, the low
permeability of surface soils, and the low infiltration rates (SNL/NM February 1994), preclude
ground water as a primary pathway.
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3.4 Potential Public Health and Environmental Impacts

Public health and environmental impacts that may be associated with ER Site 22 (Figure 3-1)
include ingestion/inhalation and dermal exposure to receptors through the air, soil, and
surface-water pathways. Because hazardous materials are thought not to be present on the
site, all exposure pathways are considered secondary.
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4.0 DATA NEEDS/DQOS

The primary data need for ER Site 22 (Table 4-1) is to characterize the nature and
considerations of possible COCs in the soil surrounding the scattered debris. Judgmental soit
samples will be taken below the debris to determine whether past activities released COCs to
the environment. If COCs are detected above action levels or background concentrations, the
site will be investigated through an Operable Unit (OU} 1334 RCRA facility investigation (RFI)
as described in the Program Implementation Plan (PIP} (SNL/NM February 1894) and in
Chapter 4.0 of the RFI Work Plan {SNL/NM Octcber 1984). There are no additional data
needs for physical or environmental media charactenization (e.g., permeability, geclogy, etc) at
this site. To comply with National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements, cultural
resource and sensitive spacies surveys were performed at the site in 1994 {IT August 1994).

Table 4-1
Summary of Data Requirements for Characterization of ER Site 22

 DataType | 4 Ne s Tiadten
Source » Characterize site » Collect shallow soil samples north
characterization background for soil of the site and analyze for metals
(metals and radionuclides; and radionuclides
+ Characterize nature and » Collect soil samples fram under
extent of potential COCs debris in tenced area and analyze
in soil underlying for COCs isted in Table 7-1
fiberboard pieces,
charcoal and burned
waod, and 55-gal drum
Environmental » None » None
characterization
Potential receptors + identify sensitive species e Conduct sensitive species survey

ER = Environmental resteration.
COC = Constituent of concern.
gal = gallon.

ALJ11-93/WP/SNL:R 3345-22 4-1 301462.086.03.000 SNL







. 5.0 VOLUNTARY CORRECTIVE MEASURE FOR ER SITE 22

The empty 55-gal drum, scrap wood (pallets), burned wood, and fiberboard will be removed
from ER Site 22 as part of a voluntary corrective measure (VCM) (SNL/NM November 1994a).

AL/11-94/WP/SNL:R3545-22 5-1 301462.086.03.000 SNL.







6.0 SAMPLING PLAN

Appendix G of the OU 1334 RFI| Work Plan (SNL/NM October 1994) describes the specific
technical approaches for performing unexploded ordnance (UXO)/high explosives (HE),
radiclogical, and land surveys at ER sites. Quality contral (QC) samples {including duplicates,
matrix spikes, field blanks, trip blanks, and equipment rinsates) will be collected as specified in
the generic Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPjP) of the PIP (SNL/NM February 1994).
Section 7.0 summarizes specific quality assurance {QA) and QC samples collected for this
plan. All samples collected for laboratory analysis will be screened for gross alpha, beta, and
gamma activity by the Sample Management Oifice to meet Department of Transportation
sample shipping requirements. Samples will be collected in accordance with the methodology
presented in Appendix G of the OU 1334 RFI Work Pian (SNL/NM October 1584).

6.1 Sampling Plan Objectives and Technical Approach

The sampling program at ER Site 22 is designed to collect adequate samples to meet the
data needs in Table 4-1. Specifically, sampling will be conducted at the site to determine
whether regulated hazardous waste or constituents (including metals, SVOCs, PCBs, and
radionuclides) are present above action levels or background concentrations. Figure 6-1
shows the decision logic for sampling activities at ER Site 22. Foliowing UXC/HE and land
surveys, intrusive sampling wiil be conducted to investigate the nature and extent of possible
COCs below the scattered debris within the fenced storage area. Judgmental samples will be
collected from areas where COCs are most likely to be present. Field-screening for
radioactivity and VOC vapors will be conducted to monitor the site for health and safety, to
identify areas of potential contamination, and to guide in identifying the sample locations. The
sections below provide detail on the ER Site 22 sampling plan.

6.2 Nonintrusive Surveys

UXO and surface radiation surveys of the site were performed in January and February 1994.
No activities have occurred since then that would change conditions at the site.

6.3 Intrusive Sampling
Surface and near-surface scil sampies will be collected to characterize the site background

and selected areas within the ER Site 22 fenced area. Appendix G of the OU 1334 RFI Work
Plan (SNL/NM October 1994} presents: collection procedures and methodology.

Site Background Samples

Surface and near-surface soil samples will be collected at three locations (Figure 6-2) to
determine site-spacific background concentrations for metals and radionuclides. The

AL/11-93/WPANLR3545.22 6-1 301462.086.05.000 SNL
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background concentrations will be compared to metal concentrations and radiological activity .
found in soils within the fenced area to determine whether COCs have been released to the
environment.

Fenced Area

Surface and near-surface soil samples will be collected from selected lacations within the
fenced storage area to determine whether COCs have been released to the environment.
Judgmental samples will be collected from beneath the fiberboard pieces, the 55-gal drum,
and the charceal and burned woced (Figure 6-2) at depths of 0 to 6 inches (in.) and 18 to
24 in. Soil samples from the fenced area will be analyzed for SVOCs, PCBs, and metals.

6.4 Contingency Sampling

If any of the seil samples from ER Site 22 contain COCs above action levels or background
concentrations, an OU 1334 RFI will be conducted in order to reevaluate the site for additional
sampling needs.
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. 7.0 ANALYTICAL METHODS AND REQUIREMENTS

This chapter defines ER Site 22 specific analyte lists for HE compounds, metals, and
radionuclides; methods of analysis; and QA/QC protocol for duplicate samples, matrix spikes,
equipment rinsates, and fieid and trip blanks. Determined from knowledge of historical
operations gained during archival activities, not all analytes provided by particular EPA
methods will be required at ER Site 22. The generic QAPjP (Annex il of the PIP [SNL/INM
February 1994]) and Appendix G of the OU 1334 RF| Work Pian (SNL/NM October 1994)
contain sample size and container requirements.

7.1 Analyte Lists

The following lists analytes referenced in Chapter 5.0 of the OU 1334 RFI Work Plan
{SNL/NM October 1694):

Metals, including arsenic, barium, beryllium, cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury,
selenium, and silver

» Radienuclides, including lead-210, radium-226, radium-228, thorium-228, thorium- -
230, thorium-232, uranium-234, uranium-235/236, and uranium-238

» SVOCs, VOCs, and PCBs are consistent with standard EPA Methods listed in
. Section 4.3.2 of the OU 1334 KRFI Work Plan (SNL/NM October 1994)
7.2 Analytical Methods

Soil samples will be digested according to EPA Method 3050, followed by analysis (SW-848
protocoi) for one or more of the fellowing analyte lists:

HE compounds, by EPA Method 8330
+  Metals, by EPA Methods 6010/7000
SVOCs, by EPA Method 8270
+ VOCs, by EPA Method 8240
PCBs, by EPA Method 8080
Radionuclide analysis may also be performed on digested soil samples as follows:

Lead-210, radium-226, and radium-228 by gamma spectroscopy
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»  Thorium-228, thorium-230, thorium-232, uranium-234, uranium-235/236, and .
uranium-238 by aipha spectroscopy

The generic QAP{P (Annex |l of the PIP [SNL/NM February 1994]) does not currently specify
methods for radionuclide analysis. However, analytical laboratories will submit results and
counting errors, blank results, duplicate results and relative percent difference, tracer or spike
results and recoveries, instrument calibration documentation, control standard results,
detection limit determinations, and all raw data.

7.3 Site-Specific Requirements

ER Site 22 samples and specific QA/QC samples will be analyzed according to the methods
listed in Table 7-1. Site background samples will be analyzed for the same suite of analytes
as those collected for site characterization. Analytical requirements for ER Site 22 include

+ Site background samples—metals and radionuclides
+ Fenced area—metals, SVOCs, and PCBs

If field-screening indicates radioactivity greater than background plus two standard deviations
as discussed in Radiation Protection Operating Procedure (RPOF) 08-811 and/cr for VOCs
greater than 5 parts per million, samples frcm the fenced storage area will be analyzed for
radionuclides by alpha and gamma spectroscopy and/or for VOCs by gas chromatography/

mass spectrometry. .

7.4 QA/QC Requirements

Laboratory QA/QC. requirements for number of duplicates, matrix spikes and matrix spike
duplicates, equipment rinsates, and field and trip blanks wilt follow the requirements presented
in the generic QAPjP (Annex |l of the PIP [SNL/NM February 1994)). The analytical laboratory
will provide Level Il data in a report format that meets all requirements of the generic QAPjP
(SNL/NM February 1994) and of sufficient quality to support risk assessment calculations, if
needed.
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8.0 INVESTIGATION DERIVED WASTE

Section 4.3.4.2 of the PIP (SNL/NM February 1994) and Appendix G of the OU 1334 RFI
Work Plan (SNL/NM October 1994) discuss the general procedures for the management of
ER Project investigation-derived waste (IDW). The Waste Management Plan for VCMs and
NFA Confirmatory Sampling in OU 1334, Central Coyote Test Field (SNL, November, 1994b)
describes specific IDW management procedures for this task.
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ATTACHMENT 1

Fiberboard Analysis for Asbestos








